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party and a French-Canadian Radical party known as the
'rouges'. It was that .astute parliamentary hand, John
A. Macdonald, who first bridged the artificial gulf existing
between the French-Canadians and the Conservatives.
But, it must be remembered, Liberals and Conservatives
from different portions of Canada, though sharing the
same name, did not really hold the same views and opinions.
Thus every ministry was a coalition, possessing the
inevitable weakness of a coalition. How was it possible
that strong Protestants from Upper Canada should see eye
to eye with their Roman Catholic colleagues on such ques-
tions as education; or that the Upper Canadian grievance
of the clergy reserves should interest much the French-
Canadians 1 The dual nature of the Government was in
every way emphasized. There were two first ministers,
one English and one French. The Union Legislature started
with a pre-eminence given to the English language, but this
pre-eminence had soon to be taken away. To such lengths
did mutual suspicion and distrust go that it came to be
a kind of convention that a ministry must possess a dual
majority; that is, a majority from both Upper and Lower
Canada. The system was extremely expensive, as, if public
money .was spent on one portion of Canada, an equal sum
had to be provided for the other. Thus, when the abolition
of the seigniorial tenures in Lower Canada involved large
payments from the public purse, an equal sum had to be
given to Upper Canada. There was no real life in the
party controversies, and the dreary struggle between the
ins and outs never ended in a real victory. In three years
four ministries were defeated, and two general elections only
gave uncertain results. Meanwhile in Upper Canada the
demand for representation by population was gathering
strength; and Conservatives, as well as Liberals, from the
upper division of the Province were beginning to urge
its necessity. But such a solution would have seemed to
the French-Canadians a direct breach of a solemn engage-

